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voted for that I didn’t like, but I
thought the overall bill was a bill that
supported our troops and supported our
national security, as I think this bill
did. We will see.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, as we
continue this debate as the bill moves
through the process, and we look at
where the Senate started with a very
large 86-8 vote, Republicans and Demo-
crats working together and coming to-
gether, we can agree on funding levels.
But if the underlying policy under-
mines the actual money that is being
spent, undermines the mission, the
ability for our men and women to train
safely and defend our country safely,
then the funding levels are not being
spent properly.

It is about not just the money but
how the money is being spent, the poli-
cies behind it that allow our men and
women to train safely, to defend our
country safely. That is an issue. We
will continue debating that.

I would predict, in the end, a final
product that goes to the President’s
desk is going to look a lot more like
the Senate bill than the bill that came
out of the House and, hopefully, ad-
dresses all of those problems that were
identified earlier. We will continue
that debate as well.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
if he has anything else.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I only
want to say that I do not accept the
premise that anything in this bill we
just passed with a majority vote under-
mines training, operations, or acquisi-
tions, period.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

———

ADJOURNMENT FROM FRIDAY,
JULY 12, 2019, TO MONDAY, JULY
15, 2019

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet on Monday next, when it shall
convene at noon for morning-hour de-
bate and 2 p.m. for legislative business.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

———

MOMENT OF SILENCE HONORING
LAKE LITTLE

(Mr. GUEST asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Speaker, on Sunday,
Mississippi lost a talented young
woman when she tragically died in an
airplane accident.

Lake Little had accomplished a great
deal in her lifetime. She was an honors
student, a skilled athlete, and a volun-
teer in her local community.

Lake had a bright future. She held
dreams of serving her country in the
United States Air Force and had al-
ready enlisted in the Mississippi Air
National Guard.
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Mississippi is proud of the life that
Lake lived, and we are grateful for the
positive impact she had in her commu-
nity and on our State.

Today, Lake’s friends, family, and
community have gathered to remember
her and celebrate her life.

Mr. Speaker, I ask for a moment of
silence on the House floor at this time
as we join Lake’s loved ones in hon-
oring her memory.

ELIMINATING UNNECESSARY EN-
VIRONMENTAL AND SAFETY
REGULATIONS FOR HOUSING

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to highlight the Trump adminis-
tration’s latest efforts to combat the
skyrocketing housing costs in the
United States.

There is likely no State in the coun-
try feeling the ill effects of
unaffordable housing more so than my
home State of California. That is why
I applaud the President’s recent execu-
tive order establishing a White House
Council on Eliminating Regulatory
Barriers to Affordable Housing.

Over the past 20 years, there have
been countless regulations imple-
mented in California that make build-
ing a home so expensive that many
people can no longer afford to buy
them or even rent. The cost of building
a home is nearly six times higher per
square foot than it was 30 years ago,
due to uncompromising and often un-
necessary environmental and safety
regulations.

I am glad there will now finally be a
council tasked with looking into the
true reasons behind these costs instead
of continuing to offer Federal subsidies
to simply mask the problem.

In my home area of the First Dis-
trict, housing is a critical issue, with
the loss of the town of Paradise and so
many people displaced there and the
housing that needs to be put in place
back in Paradise or in surrounding
communities to help these people. The
mandates that are put upon them
make it almost impossible to afford.

I look forward to working with HUD
Secretary Ben Carson and this White
House council to examine and, hope-
fully, alleviate the housing crisis in
California.

RECOGNIZING COACH JESSE
BURLESON

(Mr. ARRINGTON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. ARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to recognize a special guest who is here
with us in the gallery today, Jesse
Burleson, the head coach of the Hardin-
Simmons University Cowboys football
program, located in the heart of the big
country, Abilene, Texas.

Coach is joined today by his wife,
Lois, and his daughters, Lainey and
Marisa.
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Under Coach Burleson’s leadership,
the Cowboys have enjoyed unprece-
dented success, going 36 and 4 in the
past four seasons, making four con-
secutive playoff appearances, and grad-
uating 14 All-Americans and two
Rimington Trophy winners.

Coach stresses the importance of
hard work, discipline, and the neces-
sity of making sacrifices to achieve
goals. The most important thing that
these Cowboys will learn while they
are playing football at Hardin-Sim-
mons is that God loves them, that He
has a plan for them, and that if they
follow Him, there is nothing they can-
not overcome or achieve in this world.

Thank you, Coach Burleson. Hooyah,
Cowboys. Go west Texas.

——
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ISSUES OF THE DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it has
been an interesting day. It is amazing
we voted on a National Defense Au-
thorization Act. That is normally a bi-
partisan action here in the House. It is
normally quite a compromise. But this
NDAA didn’t end up being that way be-
cause it had so many different leftist
dreams inserted into it that had noth-
ing to do with the national defense. It
is rather a shame. It is something that
has to be worked on. We have got to be
able to defend ourselves and properly
pay those who are doing so, or trying
to do so.

It was a sad day that we did not pass
that with the same bipartisanship that
we have had in the past. I hope that
changes for the future. There are only
a few areas like that where we have
had bipartisanship in the past, and I
hope we can get back to it.

One area where there hasn’t been a
lot of bipartisanship at all has occurred
in the area of the great tragedy, crisis,
emergency now, that is occurring on
our southern border. It is amazing be-
cause we have heard for months that
there was a manufactured crisis, it
wasn’t really a crisis on our southern
border, that President Trump was just
making it up, that Republicans were
just making it up. There was no crisis
there. Nothing to see. We can just keep
moving along because there is no prob-
lem on the southern border.

Well, there was a crisis. There wasn’t
a disaster occurring there. And by vir-
tue of the fact that people in other
countries saw that the majority of the
House of Representatives was sending
them messages about what they were
doing and saying here, that there was
not going to be any wall, there was not
going to be the kind of border security
that we should have, and, in fact, more
and more people seem to be advocating
that we have no border at all.
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The fact is that if a nation has no
borders, it is no longer a nation. And
yet, I know there are those here who
think America is horrible, that it is
this horrendous, imperialistic hegem-
ony, always trying to take advantage
of others. They refuse to face the fact
there has never been a more generous
nation than the United States. If we
were imperialistic, they would not be
speaking German in Germany, or
French in France, or Japanese in
Japan. This is not an imperialist na-
tion. We are not out to colonize the
world.

And it is amazing how some who
would accuse us of that, they are doing
what has become so common here in
Washington, and that is projecting. If
somebody does something inappro-
priate, harmful, or hateful, then they
accuse their opponents of doing exactly
what they did.

We will be getting into some of that
type of projecting as we continue in
our Judiciary Committee in the next
couple of weeks, continuing to take up
the Mueller report.

They know now, there is no question,
the Clinton campaign paid a foreign
agent to gather information, from
what he has since admitted, who prob-
ably worked for Putin—could have very
well worked for Putin, that is—and
gave false information that was used
and was called a dossier—of course,
giving dossiers a bad name—that was
used to try to stop a Presidential can-
didate. And, at the same time, it was
used by a newly weaponized Depart-
ment of Justice, FBI, and intelligence
community, in at least part of it, some
at the very top, to try to win an elec-
tion. We hadn’t had that before.

Now, we have known for some time
now that J. Edgar Hoover was at the
FBI so long that he began to use the
FBI, not as a political weapon to win
for one party or another, but just as his
weapon to be able to get what he want-
ed from presidents, regardless of their
party.

I recall seeing the FBI interview, re-
tired, talking about Hoover sending
them to watch the apartment of a
woman with whom President Kennedy
was supposedly having an affair, and
they watched it be burglarized. They
didn’t report it or didn’t file charges.
In fact, they wanted to find out what
exactly was stolen during the burglary.

They never reported it because their
job was to gather information for the
head of the FBI. The head of the FBI
could then use it to prevent a president
from doing anything the FBI director
didn’t want him to do, which, as I un-
derstand it, gave rise to the term lim-
its for an FBI director. I think that
was a very good thing.

I thought it was a bad thing when
President Obama extended Robert
Mueller’s 10-year term by 2 years. He
was a fiasco. He was a disaster. He ran
off thousands and thousands of years of
experience. And I can’t help but think
that if Mueller had not instituted a
policy, personnel policy, that ran off
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thousands and thousands of years of
experience, some of his best people
around the country and the world, that
there would not have been the atmos-
phere that existed with McCabe as act-
ing FBI director. People like Strzok in
charge of counterintelligence, Lisa
Page, people who used the FBI as just
a political tool, a weaponized political
tool, and people in the DOJ who we are
finding out more about all the time,
whether it is Loretta Lynch and, before
that, Eric Holder.

But if Mueller had not run off so
many of our best long-serving FBI
agents, I still continue to believe there
would have been people around when
Strzok, McCabe, and others were try-
ing to use the FBI as a political weap-
on. There would have been longer-serv-
ing people who would have said: You
can’t do this. This is not what the FBI
is about.

But Mueller wanted nothing but yes
people around him: people who would
salute him, figuratively speaking, and
the flag and do exactly what he said
without reservations. So he got much
younger agents in charge all around
the country and the world, people that
would not be able to say: Sir, I know
that seems like a good idea, but I was
here 20 years ago when we tried that,
and it was a disaster. I would rec-
ommend looking back at the failure be-
fore, before you push us into this new
type of activity.

And, of course, he wouldn’t listen to
anybody when he wasted millions of
dollars on computer and software pro-
grams. But that, to me, was not near
the biggest problem as the damage he
had done with the FBI.

He came out with a report that is
just abysmal. I mean, when I was an
assistant district attorney, fresh out of
law school, and I was asked to put
something together about this case or
that case, what I put together was a lot
better than anything Mueller put to-
gether. That was a political document.

And I know I have some Republican
friends, media friends, who think the
new Horowitz IG report is going to be
just breathtaking. But the trouble is,
he already had one report. As I told
him in our hearing, he spent about 500
pages documenting the most out-
rageous and unbelievable bias and prej-
udice against a candidate, Donald
Trump, and in favor of a candidate,
Hillary Clinton. He documents just
outrageous, blatant bigotry against a
party, a candidate. And, as I told him
at the hearing: I think you realize, as
you gathered all of that devastating
evidence of outrageous prejudice in the
FBI and the DOJ, and you realize,
whoops, Democrats got me here. This
is not going the way my friends would
want it to go, so perhaps I better throw
them a bone, which he didn’t just
throw them a bone, he threw them the
whole rib-eye and said: Even though we
got 500 pages documented of the most
ridiculous, outrageous prejudice and
bias, and even though every investiga-
tion ended up with a conclusion that
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was totally consistent with all the big-
otry and bias and prejudice, I find that
there was no relationship between the
outrageous prejudice and the conclu-
sion to the cases coming out exactly
consistent with the bias.

It was ridiculous, absolutely ridicu-
lous.

So he showed us that he was not ca-
pable of giving us a proper conclusion
in the first Horowitz inspector general
report. So I would just encourage peo-
ple, don’t get your hopes up that he is
going to man up and do the right thing,
or woman up, whichever you prefer, in
the next Horowitz IG report. I hope he
does. I pray he does do the right thing.
But that remains to be seen.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———

HONORING H. ROSS PEROT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the Chair recognizes the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
GRANGER) for 30 minutes.

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor a Texas legend, an American
original, and a historic icon, H. Ross
Perot. There is not enough time in the
day and not enough words in the world
to describe the remarkable life of this
remarkable man.

Born and raised in Texarkana, Texas,
Perot, as a boy, delivered newspapers
on horseback before dawn. And that
same entrepreneurial spirit led him in
the 1960s to start Electronic Data Sys-
tems, a company that would revolu-
tionize the business world and make
him a household name.

It would be enough if Perot’s life had
been devoted to his business. But as a
believer, he knew from scripture that
to whom much is given, much is ex-
pected. So, his life became about much
more than making money, it became
about making a difference, and what a
difference he made.

He spent his life, and much of his for-
tune, on other people. He gave to phil-
anthropic causes, supported countless
people in need, and even purchased the
Magna Carta, which, in true Perot
fashion, he gave to the National Ar-
chives so all Americans could see it.

He also worked tirelessly to help,
support, and honor American prisoners
of war in Vietnam. And when some of
his own EDS employees got caught in
the Iranian hostage crisis in 1979, he
organized and supervised a rescue mis-
sion to get them out.

What made Perot so unique, so suc-
cessful, so enduring? Having Kknown
him, I can answer that question. It was
his relentless devotion to transforming
a dream into reality.
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Whether it is freeing prisoners in
Iran or building one of the greatest
companies in history, Ross Perot would
not be denied. This relentlessness was
the lighthouse that guided him
through the stiff winds and stormy seas
of 89 years.
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